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he As the adherents of Joun Carvin are unwearied | ¢¢Parture for Lyons. On his way he passed through | nish additional evidence to convict him of heresy and 
Haguenau, where, in 1532, he published, with his| blasphemy. On the ground of these documents Ser- 
: : /name as before, his second work, intitled, Dialogues | vetus was arrested at Vienne, and committed to prison ; 
ing charge”? of having procured the murder of Ser-| concerning the Trinity ; in two books. Four chapters whence, however, he soon effected his escape. After 
veTus, we publish the following: Fror. Ree’s In-| concerning the Reign of Christ. it is affirmed that, his flight he was tried, convicted, and sentenced to the 
troduction te the Muabiian Cibdein in order to obtain permission to quit Basil unmolested, }stake ; his books were committed to the flames, and 
| he had promised to publish bis recantation. This pro- | himself burnt in effigy. 
BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH OF mise he artfully contrived to fulfil in words, in the pre- | . Servetus escaped early in the month of June, 1553. 
” face to the Jatter work, in the first sentence of which is intention wasto proceed to Naples; and with this 
MICHASL SENVETUS. | he states that he retracted all that he had written in | view, after wandering for some dats he went to Gene- 


MicaArEw SERVETUS* was born in 1509, at Villa- _his seven books against the received doctrine of the | va, where he was recognised in the month of August, 
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in their endeavors to exonerate him from the “*damn- 











nueva in Arragon, where his father exercised the pro- | Trinity,—not, however, he proceeds to intimate, be- | aud at the instigation of Calvin committed to prison. — 


fession of public notary. After having passed with ex-| 
traordinary success through the customary routine of | 
juvenile instruction, he was sent to the university ot | 
Thoulouse to study the canon law. During the three! 
vears he passed in this celebrated seat of learning, he 
devoted a large portion of his time to the critica! peru! 
sal of the Scriptures,—an employment to which he 
was probably excited by the spread of the Reforma- | 
tion, and which eventually led to his renunciation ot | 
the prevailing opinion conceruing the Trinity. Ap- 


prehending that in France he could not with safety 
pursue his theological inquiries, or give publicity to! 
bis own convictions, he removed, in 1530, to Basil in | 
Switzerland, where he obtained the esteem and friend- 


ship of the most eminent of the reformed clergy in that | 


city. Having given these divines credii for more en- 


larged views and a more liberal spirit than they had 


cause what he had written was false, but because it 
wus imperfect. 

On his settlement at Lyons, Servetus, in order to es- 
cape persecution, took the name of Villanovanus, 


from his birth place. After a residence of three years 


in this city he weit to Paris, where he applied himself 


| tothe study of medicine with so much success that he 


soon obtained his degree of doctor, and was admitted 
one of the public lecturers at the uviversity. From 
Paris he returned to Lyous. Here he was occupied in 
superintending the press of the Trechselii, celebrated 
printers of that place, for whom he edited an edition 
of Ptolemy’s Geography, which was pablisbed in 1525, 
and again in 1542 ;—and also an edition of Pagninus’ 
Bible in Hebrew, with an interlined Latin translation, 


which appeared in 1542. In 154] he removed his re- 


sidence to Vienne iv Dauphiny, where he practiced as 


imbibed, he made no scruple of ayowing to them the a physician, and enjoyed the friendship aud patronage 


opinions he had been led to einhrace. But he soon | 
discovered that they were as littie disposed as the | 
i 


*' 
’ 


eculations further than themselves;—his friend 


of the archbishop of ihe province, to whom he dedi- 
cated the second edition of Ptolemy’s Geography. 


} 
Catholics to extend teleration to any who persued | After his settlement at Vienne, Servetns entered 
| i 


juto a correspondence with Calvin, then residing at 


Various attempts have been made by the apologists of 
the Reformer to remove from him the foul stigma of 
being the author of his adversary’s arrest; but, in 
truth, Calvin himself never denied or disguised the 
fact. On the contrary, he expressly avows it in more 
than one of his printed works, and takeg credit to him- 
self for having thus acted towards a man whose princi- 
ples he held in abhorence, and whom, on more than 
one occasion, he thought fit to brand with the oppro- 
brious epithet of noc.* . 

Servetus, on being taken into custody, was deprived 
of the property he had about bim, which was of consid- 
erable amount, and thrown, like a common malefactor, 
into a damp, squalid, and noisome dungeon. Proceed- 
ings were immediately instituted against him for his 
| alleged blasphemies. The accusations were preferred 
by Nicholas de la Fontaine, a person residing in Cal- 
vin’s House, either in a menial situation, or for the 
benefit of his instruction ; but the real prosecutor, as 
was manifested in the course of the trial, was the Re- 
| former himself. Servetus repelled the whole of the 
charges with great firmness, and openly avowed him- 





GExcionpacius having taken occasion in some letters! Geneva. In the letters which passed on this occasion, | selfthe author of the writings that were stated to con- 
which he addressed to him, to upbraid him in no very | both the learned combatants displayed considerable , tain the heretical opinions for which he was arraigned. 
Y acd s 5 fd : ; oe * eS ° : . : . . : . 
ceulie terms with the heresy of bis sentiments. Find- | warmth and acrimony of spirit in the defence of their His trial proved exceedingly tedious and vexatious, 
_ oraue ‘ ~ J ‘ -. J . ‘ ~* ss . j | 

. ' coos ye <seten 7 >} j > d ¢ "7 
ing himself thus under unpleasant restraint, where he | respective theological systems ; and the freedom with, and lasted from the 14th of August to the 26th of Oc 
had Jooked for freedom, be quitied Basil in Touv or which Servetus arraigned the tenets of the Reformer | tober, when, a majority of his judges having decided 


1531, and went to Strasburg. In the latter year, and 
shortly after his arrival in this city, he published his 
first work on the Trinity uuder the following titlhe— 
The Errors of the Doctrine of the Trinily ; in seren 
books. By Michael Serretus, otherwise Reves, of Arra- 
gonin Spain. It was printed at Haguenau in Alsace, 
by Johu Seccer for Conrad Rouse, a bookse!ler of Stras- 
burg, to whom Servetus had given his manuscript at 
Basil. The appearance of this book produced a very 
powerful sensation among the leaders of the Reforma- 
tion, who embraced every opportunity to hold it up to 
public execraticn, as much, apparently, from the dread 
of being charged by their Catholic adversaries with 
holding the opinions of the author, as from their real 
abhorrence of the tenets it advocated. Bucher, who 
resided at Strasburg, is stated to have declared public- 
ly to his congregation, that the writer deserved to 
have his intestines torn from his body. 

Servetus, not deeming himself secure at Strasburg 
while this storm raged, returned in the same year to 
Basil; but finding GEcolanpadius most highly incens 
ed against him for bis recent publication, he took his 








* His Spanish name was SERVEDO: sometimes he 
called himself REv Es, a word formed by the transpo 
sition of some of the letters of his original surname.— 
Occasionally it is found written RENES; but this is ai 
evident error of the press, the lettew u being mistake: 
forn. At the latter part of his life he called hinse: 
Micaaer Vitianovanes, or simply VILLANOVANUS, 


laid the foundation of that implaeable resentment to against him, he was condemned to be burnt to death 
which he ultimately owed his ruin ; for Calvin scrup- | by a slow fire. 

led not to avow that he would be satisfied with no| IfServetus cannot be commended for the temper 
atonement for this attack upon his creed short of the | with which be sometimes replied to his accuser, it is 
death of bis adversary, should the disposal of his life | impossible to view without feelings of disgust, mingled 
be ever in his power.* While things were in this | with deep concern, the manner in which Calvin acted 
state, Servetus committed to the press his last and | during the whole of these iniquitods proceedings; and 
most celebrated work, intitled ‘* Christianity Restor- | particularly to observe the savage tone of exurtation 
ed.” It was printed in 1553 at Vienne, by Balthazar | with which, immediately after his conviction, he stat- 


} 


Arnvollet, but neither the place nor the printer’s name edtoa friend the effects produced upon his victim by 
appears in the title page: nor was the author's name the communication of his sentence. ‘* But lest idle 
lattached to this publication;—the letters M. S. V. | scoundrels should glory in the insane obstinacy of the 
| standing for Michae! Servetus Villanovanus, are hew- mab, as in a martyrdom, there appeared in his death a 
ever placed at the end. Calvin was in possession of beastly stupidity; whence it might be concluded, that 
the secret that Servetus was the writer of this obnox- | 0D the subject of religion he never was in earnest.— 
ious beok, a copy of it having been forwarded to him | When the sentence of death had been passed upon 
by the author. By means of a young man named | — 
William Trie, a native of Lyons, then residing at Ge-;| * Calvin, in his works Fidel. Expos. Serveli Erro- 
neva in consequence of having embraced the reformed rum, thus avows the part he acted in this transaction : 
‘* All the proceedings of our senate are ascribed to me : 
and indeed I do not dissemble that he (Servetus) was 
=" thrown into prison through my interference and advice. 
Lyons, with an intimation that the author was in his 4g jt was necessary according to the laws of the state 
neighborhood. He afterwards sent several of the let- that he should be charged with some crime, ! admit 
that | was thus far the author of the transactiov.”— 
Writing to Sultzerus, he observes, *“* Whew at last he 
‘was driven here by his evil destiny, one of the syndics, 
at my instigation, ordered him to be committed to pri- 

* Calvin, writing in 1546 to Viret, minister of Lau- son: for I do not dissemble that | deemed it my duty 
anne. uses these words: Servetus wishes to come hith- | to restrain as much as lay in my power a man who was 
er: of he should come. | WILL NEVER SUFFER BIM TO | Worse than obstinate and ungovernable, lest the infec- 








religion, he procured some sheets of it to be conveyed 
to France, and put into the hands of the inquisitor at 


‘ers which, in the course of a confidential correspon- 
ence. he had received from Servetus, in order to fur- 








from the place of his birth. 


\Go AWAY SAFE. See Bock, Vol. ii. p. 360. \tion should spread more widely.” 
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him he stood fixed now as ove astounded ; now he 
sighed deeply; avd uow he howled like a maniac ; 
and at length he just gained strength enough to bellow 
out after the Spanish maunes, Misericordia! Miseri- 
corvia! The truth, however, is, that Servetus bore 
hi. cote at thie trying season with great firmness and 
serenity, distucbed indeed, occasionally, by the view 
of the terrific apparatus which was preparing for his 
execution. 
When exhorted on the last morning by Farell, the 
minister of Neufchatel, and the friend of Calvin, who 
was appointed to attend him, to return to the doctrine 
of the Trinity, he calmly requested his monitor to con- 
vince him by one plain passage of scripture, that Christ 
was called the Son of God before his birth of Mary. 

The day following that whereon sentence had been 
passed upou him he was led to the stake, praying, 
‘**O God, save my soul; O thou Son of the eternal 
God, have mercy on me.”’ In order to aggravate his 
sufferings he was surrounded hy green faggots, which, 
after half an hour of excruciating tortures, completed 
the work of death. In the same fire was burnt, at- 
tached to his body, his last book, CAristiani/y Restor- 
ed. Thus perished Servetus at the age of forty-four. 
in a PROTESTANT state, for exercising that right of pri- 
vate judgment in the formation of his religious opinions, 
which his persecutors had themselves acted upon in 
dissenting from the Church of Rome! 








From the Boston Gazette. 


NEW YORK LEGISLATURE. 


The following petition from the Seneca Indians, was 
presented to the New-York Legislature on the 16th 
inst. and referred to the committee on Indian affairs. 


To the Governor of the Council Fire at Albany. 
BroTtTHerR—About three years ago, our friends of the 
great Council Fire at Albany wrote down in their 
book, that the priests of the white people should no 
longer reside on our lands, and told their officers to 
move them off whenever we complained. This was to 
us good news, and made our hearts glad; these priests 
had a long time troubled us and made us bad friends 
and bad neighbors. After much difficulty, we remoy- 
ed them from our lands, and for a short time have been 
quiet, and our minds easy. But we are now told that 
the priests have asked liberty to return; and that our 
friends of the great council fire are about to blot from 


their book the law which they made, and leave their | unaccountable, if the phrase ‘* holy spirit.”? means the 
poor red brethren once more a prey to hungry priests.— third person in the Godhead. Ifthe holy spirit means 
These men do us no| one person, and the highest another in this text, the 
They deceive every body ; they deny the! verse should have concluded thus, ** therefore that 
Great Spirit, which we and our fathers before us have | holy thing which shall be born of thee, shall be called 


Brother, listen to what we say! 
good. 


ies co ; 
Iie never wavered in his religious faith.- 





UNIVERSALIST 


FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 
LETTER X. 


INQUIRY CONOERNING THE 
PHRASE, SPIRIT OF GOD. 


(Continued from page 114.) 





Sir,—So far as I have been able to search the scrip- , 
tures, it appears to me that the same person or thing, 
called, ‘* the Spirit,” and ** Spirit of the Lord,” and | 
** Holy Spirit,’ which came on Prophets, Apostles, and 
others, came on the Saviour himself. Though the 
Scriptures teach us, that the spirit was given to him in 
a greater degree than to them, yet they no where inti- 
mate, that it was a diferent thing. As much is said in 
scripture about the spirit, in reference to the Lord Je- 
sus, I shall bring to view, every thing material record- 
ed there on this subject. We are there informed,— 

Ist. That Christ was begotten of the holy Spirit.— 
In Mat. i. 18—24, it is said, ** When as his mother 
Mary was espoused to Joseph, before they came to- 
gether, she was found with child of the holy Spirit ;” 
and, ** that which is conceived in her is of the holy 
Spirit.’ In answer to a question put by Mary to the 
angel, Luke further informs us, ** the holy Spirit shall 
come upon thee, and the power of the highest shal] 
overshadow thee; therefore also that holy thing, which 
shall be born of thee shall be called the Son of God.” | 
It deserves to be considered here, whether Luke’s 
meaning by the phrase, * holy spirit’? coming on Mary. 
in the first part of this verse, is not explained by him | 
in the latter thus, ** the power of the Highest” over-' 
shadowing her. If this be correct, the ‘* holy spirit” 
is just another phrase for the power of God, or of the 
highest. The word and here, as in some other places | 
| conceive would be better even. 

If it is contended, that by the ‘ holy spirit,” Luke 
means the third person in the Godhead, it follows, that 
Christ the second person, was begotten by the joint | 
agency of the first and third persons. According to 
this view of the passage, Chrst ought to have been 
called the Son of the holy~Spirit, as well as of the 
highest, or of God the father. But though he is often 
called the Son of God, the Son of the Father in truth 
and love, yet I do not find that he is once called the 
Son of the holy Spirit: No; nor does Christ, ever call 
the holy Spirit his Father. 





This seems to me rather 





looked upon as our Creator. They disturb usin our wor-| the Son of the holy Spirit, and of the Highest.” It per- | 


ship; tell our children they must not believe like our 
fathers and mothers, and that if they do, they will be 
burned forever in a great lake. They tell us many 
things which we do not understand and cannot be- 
lieve. They teil us we must be like the white pecple; 
but they are lazy and won’t work, nor do they teach 
eur young men to do so. The habits of our women 
are worse than they were before these men came 
among Qs, and our young men drivk more whiskey.— 
We are willing to be taught to read and write, and 
work, but not by people who bave dove us so much 
injury. Brother, we wish you to lay before the coun- 
oil fire, the wishes of your red brethren. We ask our 
brothers not to blot out the law which has made us 
peaceable and happy, and not to force a strange reli- 
gion upon us. We ask to be let alone, and like the 
white people, to worship the Great Spirit as we think 
it best. We shall then be happy in filling the little 
space in lite which is left us, aud shail go down to our 
fathers in peace. 


Signed by Red Jacket, Green Blanket, Big Kettle, 
Robert Bob, Twenty Canoes Ist. ‘Twenty Canoes 2d. 
Capt. Snow, Two Guns, Doxtator, Bare Foot, Broad 
Head, Chief Warrior, Black Chief, Corn Piauter, Elk 
Hunter, Bear Hunter, Fish Hook, Joho Sky, Blue Sky, 
Hot Bread, Black Snake, and several others. 


} 


| 


| 





haps may be said, the holy Spirit is God, and there | 
was no need for this distinction. I reply, how is this 

to be proved? ‘This is taking the very point for grant- | 
ed which is the subject of discussion. Until we cau | 
shew, that Christ is called the Son of the holy Spirit, | 
we cannot conclude from this text, that this phrase | 
means a person. In another place we have shewu | 
that this phrase does not mean a person. At any rate, 

it becomes such persons to account for it, why Christ | 
is never called the Son of the holy Spirit, or that the 

holy Spirit is his Father. 

2d. The holy Spirit is said to descend on Jesus. An 

account of this is given us in Mat. iii. 16. Marki. 10. 

Luke iii. 22. John i. 32. As all these texts refer to 

the same thing, being only four relations of the same 

event, to save time and r.om we shall only quote two 

ofthem. Luke says, ** Jesus also being baptised, and 

praying, the heaven was opened, and the holy spirit | 
descended in a bodily shape like a dove upon him, and 

a voice came from heaven, which said, thou art my 

beloved Sou; in thee | am well pleased.” 





Johu tur- 
ther says, ** | saw the Spirit descending, from heaven 
like a dove, an 
not: But he that 


dit abode upon him. 4nd! knew hi.u 


sent me to baptize with water, the | 
“a ‘ | 
Same said unto me, Uy see the spa 

' 


s 


on Whom thou shalt 
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of God, and that he was to baptise with the 


‘ally received opinion from this passage, 






it descending, and remaining on him, the same is he 
which baptizeth with the holy spirit, And ] saw and 
bare record that this is the Son of God.» On the 
passages let it be noticed; 
Ist. That what Luke calls, “ the holy spirit,» Joh 
simply calls ** the spirit,” which shews, that thas 
two expressions mean the same thing. This | have 
shewn already. 
2d. It was by seeing the spirit descend and remaiy 
on Jesus, that John was to know that he was the Soy 
it. John expressly declares this, — 
Jd. From the above accounts of the descent of the 
spirit on Jesus, many have conceived the idea, that the 
spirit actually was seen in the shape or form of a dove, 
Perhaps our translators by their version have conveyed 


, something like this. We shall presently see that this 


is not correct. 


4th. It ought to be candidly and patiently investi. 
gated, what it was which descended and remained on 
Jesus. It is in the above texts called, + the spirit,” 
and, ** the holy spirit.” What was this? a person, 
the third person of the Godhead, or what? If we tum 
to John v. 37, referring to this transaction, we have 
the following information. ‘* And the Father himself 
which hath sent me hath borne witness of me, Ye 
have neither beard his voice at any time, nor seen his 
shape.”? Dr. Campbell gives the following transla 
tion of this text, which sheds light on the whole cop- 
text. ** Did ye never hear his voice, or see his form! 
This is evidently spoken by our Lord, in referei:ce to 
what took place at his baptism, respecting the descent 
Now, let us lock at this 
passage with its context, and | think we must be con- 
vinced, that the voice heard, and the form seenat 
Christ’s baptism, are both ascribed to the Father.— 
It thus reads, ** But I have greater witness than that 
of John: for the works which the Father bath given 
me to finish, the same works that | do, bear witness of 
me, that the Father hath sent me. And the Father 
himself which hath seit me, hath born witness of me. 
Did ye never hear his voice, or see his form?” Had 
the holy Spirit been a distinct person of the Godhead 
from the Father, why is his testimony to Jesus at bis 
baptism not mentioned, as distinct from the Father's 
Observe, the Father’s testimony to him is only men 
tioned. Tesides, it is expressly mentioned, that it 
was the Father's voice which was beard, and the Fath 
er’s form which was seen. It is not said, “ Did ye 
never hear the voice of the Father, and see the form 
of the holy Spirit? What was seen, is not more cer 
tainly ascribed to the Father, than the voice which 
was heard. It appears to me, that this passage 4 
very conclusive one against the idea, that the spint 
which descended on Jesus was a person, or the third 
But according to the gener 
it was the 
voice of the first person in the Godhead which was 
heard, and the shape or form seen was the third per 
son, and both these bearing testimony to the second. 
It may just be added here, that though it is said no 
man hath seen God at any time, yet it is said “ 
have seen his form. 1 would refer here to Campbell 
note on John v. 37, which is too long for transcrip 
tion. 

In connexion with the above passages, 
holy Spirit is said to have descended on Jesus, 
lowing ought to be considered. 

Ist. In cousequence of the descent of th 
on Jesus, it is said to be ** upon him.” 
Ixi. 1—4, ** The Spirit of the Lord God is page 

4 J 
because the Lord bath anointed me # Pe i oat 
tidings unto the meek.”? See the whole © lies it 
Iv Luke iv. 18, Jesus quotes this and app sh 
On these texts let it be poticed=Ist- oy 

former letter, shewn what is meat 


of the holy Spirit upen him. 


person in the Godhead, 


in which the 
the fol- 


e boly spirit 
Thus |saia 
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2d. The spirit of the Lord God was upon Jesus, in 
consequence of the Lord having anointed him. Itis said, 
‘+ The spirit of the Lord God is upon me, because the 
Lord hath anointed me.’ I think it cannot well be 
disputed, that this anointing of Jesus was at his bap: 
tism, when the holy spirit descended upon him. To 
no other time of his life but this, does the New Testa- 
ment refer to this anointing. It was just before our 
Lord entered on his public ministrations, when about 
thirty years ef age, that this took place, Luke iii. 22, 
23. It is well known to all, that the name Messiah in 
the old, and the name Christ in the New Testament, 
are of the same import and both signify ** the anoint- 
ed.” This anointing of Jesus, seems to allude to the 
anointing of prophets, priests, and kings, under the old 
dispensation. In him all these three offices were to 
meet, and such men were figures of him who was to 





come. By him as the great high priest of his people, 
reconciliation was tobe made ; by him, as their prophet 
they were all to be instructed, and by him as their | 
king they were all to be ruled and governed.—The | 


| people, and officers over them ; and bring them unto 


UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


hout being 
struck with the similarity of the language. Compare 
also Isa}. 4, 

it may be noticed briefly in passing, that prophets, 
apostles, and others, had a certain measure of the spir- 
it given them: But the spirit was given to Christ with- 


No person can read the two passiiges wit 


out measure. Besides, on them the spirit of the Lord 


only came occasionally. They acted and spoke, as 
the spirit urged them, and gave them utterance: But 
on Christ the spirit when he descended was to rest and 
remain, for by this John was to know him to be the 
Messiah or the Son of God. 

What is to be understood by the spirit resting on Je- 
sus, I shall attempt to assertain from the following 
texts, where similar phraseology occurs. In Numb. 
xi. 16, 17, it is thus written, ‘* And the Lord said un- 
to Moses, gather unto me seventy men of the elders of 
Israel, whom thou knowest to be the elders of the 


the tabernacle of the congregation, that they may 
stand there with thee. And I will come down, and 


antient prophets, priests and kings, were anointed by , talk with thee there: and I will’ take of the spirit 
pouring oil on their heads. Jesus ‘ was anointed with| which is upon thee, and I will put it on them, and 
the oi] of gladness above his fellows,” Ps. xlv. 7, Heb. , they shall bear the burden of the people with thee, 
i. 9. To this anointing of Jesus, Peter | think, evi- that thou bear it not thyself alone.’ Observe it is ad- 








dently alludes, and explains to us what it was, Acts x. 
38. ** God anointed Jesus of Nazareth with the holy 
spirit, and with power; who went about doing good, 
and healing all that were oppressed of the devil: for 
God was with hin.’ When it is here said God 
anointed Jesus, ** with the holy spirit,” is not this 
phrase immediately explained in the next phrase, 
* aud with power.”? The word and ought as in some | 
other places to be even, or *‘ even with power.” The 
word and here, can no more prove that the phrase | 
‘“with power,” is a different thing from * the holy | 
spirit,” than its occurrence in the following passage | 
proves God and the Father to be two different beings. 
‘The mystery of God, and of the Father, and of| 
Christ.” 

Should this not be admitted, then Christ was anoint- 


ed with two things ; and if by the phrase holy spirit be }is called, ‘ the spirit,” and. “spirit of God,” “ spirit 


understood a person, he was anointed with a person, 
and with power. Are we then to understand from this 
text, that God the Father the first person, anointed | 
the second with the third person of the Godhead? And, 
as if this had not been enough, to fit him for going a- 
vout doing good, and healing all that were oppressed 
of the devil, he was also anointed with power. Bat I 
would ask, if the true sense and amount of this anoint- 
ing is not expressed by these words, ‘** for God was 
with him?” This phrase, ** God was with him,” we 
have seen, is applied in a similar way to the prophets. 
Again, in Isa. xlii. 1—5, it is said, ** Behold my ser- 
vant, whom I uphold; mine elect, in whom my soul 
delighteth; I have put my spirit upon him: he shall 
bring forth judgment to the Gentiles.’’? See the whole 
of the passage. This text is quoted and applied to 
Christ. Mat. xii. 18. Again, Isa. lix. 20, 21, it is 
said, ** and the Redeemer shall come to Zion, and 
unto them that turn from transgression in Jacob, saith 
the Lord. As for me, this is my covenant with them, 
saith the Lord; my spirit that is upon thee, and my 
words which I have put in thy mouth, shall not depart 
out of thy mouth, nor out of the mouth of thy seed, nor | 
out of the mouth of thy seed’s seed, saith the Lord, | 
from henceforth and forever.” Here, Christ’s seed | 
was to partake of the same spirit, which was opon him. | 
Again it is said, Isa. xi. 1—3, ‘* And there shall come 
forth a red out of the stem of Jesse and a brauch shal! 
grow out of his roots: and the spirit of the Lerd shall 
rest upon him.” Now observe, we are immediately 
told, what this spirit of the Lord is, which was to rest 


ee ° 4 on 1 - 
upon him, It is, * the spirit of wisdom and under 
the spirit ot 





standing, the spirit of counsel and might, 
: ak 

knowledge, and of the fear of the Lord. 

Here I beg leave to refer to % 


Dezaieer.-- { 


see the 





whole of the passage. 
former Letter, concerning what is said o! 


cloud, and spake unto him, and took of the spirit that 


ded, verses 25, 26, ** And the Lord came down ina 


was upon him, and gave it upto the seventy elders :— 
and it came to pass that, when the spirit res/ed upon 
them, they prophesied, and did not cease. But there 
remained two of the men in the camp, the name of the 
one was Eldad, and the name of the other Medad: and 
the spirit rested upon them, (and they were of them 
that were written. but went not out unto the taberna- 
cie,) and they prophesied in the camp.” On these 
verses let it be noticed : 

Ist. That what is called ** the spirit,’ and the spir- 
it which was upon Moses, is at verse 29th, said to be 
the spirit ofthe Lord. None, I presume, will contend, 
but that it was the same spirit which all the other 
persons mentioned in scripture are said to have had, & 


of the Lord,” &c. 

2d. Let it be noticed, that it is not the degree in 
which this spirit was given we are inquiring after, but 
what was given or what is said to res! on these per- 
sons. The same thing rested on the seventy, which 
Moses had, call it a person, or thing, or what you 
please. It was, * the spirit,” and * the spirit of the 
Lord,” that rested on them. This is said also to be 
the thing which rested on Jesus, ** the spirit of the 
Lord shall rest upon him.” 

3d. What then was it which rested on Moses, a por- 
tion of which was given to the seventy elders of Israel ? 





In Deut. xxxiv. 9, it is said, ** and Joshua the son of 
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the Jordan, as Elijah had done, it led them to say, 
“* the spirit of Elijah doth rest on Elisha. This is con- 
firmed from Luke i. 17, where speaking of John, it is 
said, “and he shall go before him in the spirit and 
power of Elias.’’ Or perhaps better “ the spirit even 
power of Elias.” A double portion of Elijah’s power 
did rest on Elisha, for he performed more extraordina- 
ry miracles than his master had done before him, as is 
evident from his history. See for similar language, 1 
Peter iv. 14, which I need not spend time to illustrate. 
Yours, MIKRos. 
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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 
STACKHOUSE’S HISTORY OF THE BIBLE. 


Messrs. Editors,—Should the following remarks, 
which were suggested by a passage in Stackhouse’s 
History of the Bible, be thought useful to the readers 
of your paper, they are at your disposal. They relate 
to a subject which has, from time immemorial, receiv- 
ed at least, much nominal attention from the profesged 
guardians of the virtue and happiness of mankind. lL 
allude to the necessary restraints which religion im- 
poses upon the passions and the depraved inclinations 
of the human heart. Without the influence of relig- 
ion, the purest and the most powerful principles of mo- 
rality, it is believed, or professed to be believed, with 
all the fears they can excite, and all the hopes they 
can inspire, ate inefficieut, and even disastrious to the 
souls ofmen. And in fact, religion itself, is supposed 
to be like Sampson shorn of his locks, unless it is at- 
tended with a suitable retinue, It must come to the 
minds of men, if not to their hearts, clothed with ap- 
propriate sanctions. These are contained in the re- 
wards and punishments which religion discloses, But 
in imitation of the eye which is in the ends of the 
earth, the chief of these sanctions, those which are de- 
signed to have the most powerful effect upon the pas- 
sions and the conduct of men, are placed infinitely be- 
yond the reach of human observation. ‘The scene of 
them is laid in the invisible world. The sanctions to 
to which I allude are eternal happiness as the reward 
of obedience, and eternal misery as the just punish- 
ment of transgression. ‘These are to hold in check all 
the unhallowed and violent passions of fallen man.— 
But the impenetrable curtain which separates time 
from eternity effectually hides the charms of the one, 
and terrors of the other from every creature which can 
be beuvefitted by them. This irrational disposition of 
religious sanctions originated in the foolish imagina- 
tion of antient heathen nations. The existence of 
such sanctions was not, iv the originators of them, a 
subject of serious, settled belief; but a mere exped- 
ient. They considered it, though a groundless phan- 


Nun was full of the spirit of wisdom ; for Moses had | tasm in itself, a piece of sound state policy. For the 


laid his hands upon him,” &c. 
sop will question, that what was on Moses, aud a por- | 


’ hh one | 
tion of which was transferred to the seventy elders,was 


the same which was given to Joshua. ‘This in the a- | 
bove text is said to be, being, ** full of wisdous.”’ Is 
not this said to be that, or a part of that, which rested 
op Jesus. Thus after saying, ** the spirit of the Lord 
shall rest upon him,” this very thing is first named, 
the spirit of wisdom,”&c. See the whole passage al- 
ready quoted. In 2 Kings ii. 15, it is said by the sons 
of the prophets, ** the spirit of Elijah doth rest on Eli- 


sha.” Wehave already noticed this text. In addi- 


ition to the remarks made, | would notice here. 


Ist. That speret of Elijah, does not surely mean a 
different person from Flijab. What it means we may 
learn from comparing verse Lath with verse 9th.— Fli- 
jah says to Elisha, ** ask what J shail | 'o for thee be 


fore J be taken away from thee, And Elisha said, ] 


pray thee let a de uble poriton of thy epivit be upon 
ne.” ‘Phat this retition # vhet a conble portion: 
the ext Verdi ary powers bh 6 evident.’ 


I think uo candid per- | 


truth of this statement we have the authority of the 
learned, aud orthodox Stackhouse. Speaking of Seu- 
eca, Socrates, and Cicero, he says, ** They had weak 
aud uncertain notions of a future state; for, though 
the poets had prettily fancied an elysium and an hell ; 
yet all sober men looked upon these rather as well 
contrived restraints for the vulgar, than any matters of 
their own belief.” These imaginary restraints upon 
the vicious propensities of the vulgar were contrived 
by men, of whom the apostle Paul says, ‘* Professing 
themselves to be wise, they became fools.”? ‘The fol- 
ly of this heathen coutrivance appears upon the very 
face of it. Upon all the sober part of the communily, 
these pretended restraints were totally lost, for they 
did not believe them, and their impotency with re- 
spect to the residue is evinced by the voice of all his- 
‘ory. They were too thoughtless of sacred things, and 
too inteasperate in their corrupt pursuits, to be influ- 
enced at all by these distant and uncertain phantoms. 
Vhe conclusion is therefore inevitable that these re- 
-iraints were merely ideal. ‘They had noreal existence. 





.¢ divide) "i bey eaested no salutary infuence upon eilber the sober 
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or the vulgar classes of the community. Had these well 


contrivedrestraintsbeen struckfrom thecatalogueoftheir 


superstitions, the heathen world could not have been 
more immoral and dissolute than they actually were. 
Of this we are certain. The great apostle of the Gen- 
tiles assures us, that, they ‘‘ were filled with all un- 
righteousness, fornication, wickedness, covetousvess, 
maliciousness: full of envy, murder, debate, deceit, 
malignity; whisperers, backbiters, haters of God, des- 
piteful, proud, boasters, inventors of evil things, diso 
bedient to parents, without understanding, covenant- 


breakers, without natural affection, implacable, un-' 


merciful.’? Could they have been more corrupt with- 
out the sanctions of superstition, resulting from their 
hope of Elysium, and their fear of tartarus? Where 
were the restraints which had been contrived for the 
vulgar during the reign of all this folly, impiety, and im- 
morality? Why doubtless they were where they al- 
ways resided, in the idle and useless speculations of 
the poets and the priesthood. They were a cunning 
contrivance subservient to no end, but to form an un- 


just distinction between the vulgar, and the designing | 
What | 
reason then have we to rejoice that the throne of idol- | 


and ambitious few, who gloried in domination. 


atry is demolished, that the empire of heathen super- 
stitions is overturned? But are we sure that the de- 
molition of pagan idolatry has effectually removed this 


erroneous principle upon which pagan poets and priests | 


attempted, in vain, to inforce upon men, the practice 
of religious and moral duties? Have not the poets, 
and the sober teachers in christendom adopted in sub- 
stance, the same expedient, the same clumsy contriv- 
ance, to act as restraints, not upon themselves, vor the 
sober, enlightened portion of society, but upon the vul 
gar?) We do not assert this asa fact, but we wish our 
readers to examine the subject fully and fearlessly. 
and then judge for themselves. Endless rewards and 
punishments are now sung by the poets and fulminat- 
ed from our pulpits. But do the poets and the pre- 
lates of the church believe these things themselves ?- 
This is extremely doubtful tosay the least. The pro- 
bability is, they do not, but act upon the pagan prin- 
ciple of restraining the vulgar by terrific and over- 
whelming phantoms. But are they restrained by 
them? Most assuredly they are not. 

The doctrine of endless rewards and punishments is 
too disproportioned, too monstrous to have any real in- 
fluence upon this class of the community, unless per- 
haps, to excite ridicule or contempt. With respect to 
them, endless rewards and punishments have precise- 
ly the same tendency, as the doctrine of no rewards | 
aud no punishments at all would have. The general | 
tendency, in either case, must be u favorable, as it | 
takes off, instead of imposing restraints. ‘The diffusion 
of knowledge, and the impression of virtuous senti- 
ments upon the heart, are the only effectual restraints 
upon the passions and evil propensities of men. ** Who 
is wise, and he shall understand these things? prudent, 
and he shall know them ?” Ss. 5. 








From T.S. Smith’s I!]ustrations of Divine Government. 
OF THE GOODNESS OF GOD. 


Were it assumed that he who gave us existence, 
and bestowed upon us all things richly to enjov, is a 
Being of infinite goodness, it would be only taking for 
granted what all Christians, and ever all Theists al- 
low. It may be proper, however, to state briefly the 


evidence of the perfect benignity of the Universal 
Parent. 


Because the phenomena of nature cannot be ac- 
counted for without the supposition of a self-existen! 
Being, the original cause of all things, we conclude 
that such a Being exists, and that since he is the 
cause of all other things and beings, he must be inde- 
pendent of them. Because he who could create such 
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not in itself a contradiction, we infer that bis power is|or malevolent, But if these faculties be so 


without limits. Because the exhibitions of wisdom in 
every part of nature with which we are acquainted, 
surpass all assignable limits, and because we cannot 
‘but conccive that the intelligence which is displayed 
in the constitution of the world, is adequate to the 
‘performance of any thing which is in its own nature 
possible, we conclude also that his wisdom is infinite. 


From these principles, his goodness follows as a ueces-| They all minister to enjoyment. while they 


sary consequence, 


For the original cause of all things being absolutely | exception. 





! 





constitu. 


ed that they not only give existence, put make that 


existance happy ; if in general they cannot be exer 
cised without affording enjoyment as well as life “3 
there is not only design, but good design : then it " 
evident that the Creator not only meant to give exist. 
ence, but to make that existence a blessing. 


With all the animal functions then this is the Case 


ty sustain 
the mysterious principle of lite. There is nota tingle 


There is not one animal function, the 


independent, being infinite in power and wisdom, must; common and natural exercise of which is plainfal - 


‘ cai | . iia Sig 
be good, since evil is¢he result of want, weakness or; there is not one whose natural exercise is not prodac. 


error. But he who is ivfinite in power can have no tive of pleasure.* Whence could this possibly happen 


want; neither can he have any weakness 
who created all things, and gave them the relations 
they possess, cannot but know them perfectly, and 
therefore must be incapable of e:ror. 


That evil can arise from no other sources than those 


| 


- and he but from the goodness of the Creator? 


Ile who is infinite in power might have so constitnt- 
ed an animal, as to make the exercise of every func. 
tion whicit is necessary to its existence, productive of 
exquisite suflering; and had his nature beep malig- 


4 } , . . i 
which have been mentioned, will appear evideut from | nant, and his design in creation heen to gratify a ma- 
considering the origin of any form of it with which we lignant dispositioh, he would certainly have done to, 


are acquainted. Whence, fer example, arive envy, 


malice, hatred, injustice? Envy is a malicious covet- 
sired which cannot be attained; he then who has it 
in his power to obtain all good, must be incapable ot 
envy. Injustice is the withholding of a good, 

supposed, from another whose right itis; be who has 
it in his power to obtain all good, must there 


eal or 


‘ 
‘ 


re be 
incapable of injustice: and the same may be said ot 
every description ct moral evil whatever. 

lf an intelligent being perceive periectly the true 
relation of all things to each other, soas tobe incapable 
of mistake, and if at the same time he have the whole 
of possibility in his power, he musi in the nature of 
things be incapable of evil: because he cannot 
mit evil through ignorance, and there can be nothing 


to induce him to act with an evil design. ‘This, then, 


is exactly the idea which we form of the Supreme In- | ‘ 


telligence. 

lf this deduction of the goodness of God, from the 
other essential attributes of his nature, be ju-t, it will 
be confirmed by the appearances of his works. 


he has done, will satisfy us that we ere right ia our 


conception of what he is. 


ing of a good possessed by another: something is de-| 


| 
} 
} 
| 
| 


ithan that of « ating. 
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Constituted as animals at present are, it is necessary to 
the continuance of their lives that they should eat. The 
actofeating might have been made productive ofexqui- 
site misery, and the animal have been infallibly im- 
pelied to it, by waking the pain of hunger still greater 
Here then, was an opportunity 
over the whole animal creation, a source 
But instead of this, the act is 
made highly pleasurable, and thus becomes the source 
of continual giatiication. How can this be accoutited 
for, but upon the suppositiou that he who had the dif- 


Yr 


of diffusing 


of continual torment. 


_fusion of both equally in his power, and who chose to 


'dilfnse happiness rather than misery, is good? 


com- 


i thing 


W bat 


j;an las 


In endeavoring to ascertain from his works whether, 


|ornet the Deity be benevolent, we must conduct our 


investigation in the same manner as when we euceav- 


or to discover his other perfections. Decause in the 


‘objects around us we perceive so many marks of de- 


sign, such various and exquisite contrivance, we con- 
clude that their author is intelligent. Inlike manner, 


if it appear that this design is good design. that this 


/contrivance mini-ters, not only to convenience but to 


enjoyment, it will follow that its author is good, 

Now there are two facts, of the certainty of which 
no one who examines the state of the animal creation 
can doubt, which place the goodness of the Creator 
beyond all question. 
parted to animal sensations, when no cause can be as- 
signed for it but the gratification of the animal: the 
second is, that there is more happiness than misery in 
the world.* 

The first, if it can be clearly proved, affords a con- 
viction, the certainty of which cannot be exceeded by 
any kind of evidence whatever, not even by that 
which we derive from geometry or from sense. The 
letermination to create an animal, supposes a deter- 
aiination to endow it with all the faculties which are 
necessary to its existence. These faculties, therefore, 
hewever multiplied, beautiful or exquisite, cannot 
prove the goodness of the Creator, because being ne- 
cessary to the existence of the animal, they must have 
iormed a part of any desigu to create, whether good 
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* Each of these positions has been stated and illus- 
trated, with ad:.irable force aud beauty, by Paley, in 





a world as this, must be able to do any thing which is 








his Natural ‘Vheology. 


The first is, that pleasure is im- | co i 
i happiness for its own sake, to rest in it as an 





object and end: 


Constituted as animals at present are, and placed 
amidst such objects as these which surround them, it 
was necessary that they should have the senses of 
sight and oftouch. Now the eye might have been 
nstructed, as to receive from every object the same 
kind of impression as is felt when it is cast upon any 

that The sense of touch might 
have been so formed, as to impart upod the contaet of 
sation similar to that which is felt 
of the body is pierced with thorns: 
Jv must always be in contact with some 


ol} 


iS Monstroas, 


_ 


every object. a set 


wie 


the surface 
the be 
external of jrci, this torment might have been exper 
ienced during every moment of existence. Why then 
this Why, on the contrary. do we 
continually receive the most exquisite gratification 
It can be resolved into nothing 
but the pure benigoity of the Creator. : 
‘This annexation of pleasure to the exercise of anl- 
mal functions, when that pleasure is not at all peces 
sary to animal existence, is a decisive proof of the 
goodness of the Deity: for it is to produce happines 
without doing any thing else: it is to rest in it as an 
it is to do this in proportion-as bappr 
ness prevails beyond what is necessary to life; thats, 
But to produce 
object and 
end, is of the very essence of benevolence, and pure 
and periect benevolence can do no more. ae 
can such a provision for enjoyment possibly arise v4 
any thing but benevolence ; for an evil pe sarete vs 
necessarily be incapable of it. In proportion t ah 
happiness is diffused over the creation of God, 8 
plenitude of the proof that he is good, 
(To be Continued.) oil 
* Indeed the very application of the term OW bee 
is a decisive proof of the goodness of the Deity. ford 
the functions of an animal] are so exercised as yeh 
it vigor, ease and enjoyment, we say it is in av 
state. — 


For Sale at the Author's Residence in Bernard ston Mss 
A Sermon onthe RESURRECI ION. pre 
Trxt—“ Thou sowest not that body that wg : 
but bare grain; it may chance of wheat or oe ‘sees 
grain; but God giveth ita body as it pat Be Joun 
him, and to every seed his own body. “quire 
Brooks. (7 The printer of the Religious 1d 
requested to insert the above. 


is not the case? 


from all our senses ? 


in proportion as it prevails at all. 














